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The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 




Any^reply received by the Otol^'thanlhree months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

I )D Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 

2a)D This action is FINAL. 2bM This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quay/e, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) [X] Claim(s) Utf is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) 19-21 is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) Q Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) IEl Claim(s) 1-18 is/are rejected. 

7) Q Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)Q accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

I I )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some * c)\J None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 
2.D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. 



3.D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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1) [X] Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 

3) |EI Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1 449 or PTO/SB/08) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date . 



4) D Interview Summary (PTO-41 3) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-1 52) 

6) □ Other: . 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Election/Restrictions 

1 . Restriction to one of the following inventions is required under 35 U.S.C. 121 : 

I. Claims 1-18, drawn to processes in which the first predominant fluid is 
linear or cyclic silicones and the second predominant fluid is water, 
classified in class 252, subclass 573. 

II. Claims 1-21 , drawn to processes in which the first predominant fluid is 
other than linear or cyclic silicones and the second predominant fluid is 
other than water, classified in class 8, class 510 and class 252, other 
subclasses. 

The inventions are distinct, each from the other because of the following reasons: 
The inventions are capable of supporting separate patents. A disclosure of one of the 
inventions would not anticipate or make obvious any of the other inventions. 
Furthermore, the claims lack unity of invention as defined in the MPEP. 

2. Because these inventions are distinct for the reasons given above and have 
acquired a separate status in the art as shown by their different classification, restriction 
for examination purposes as indicated is proper. 

3. During a telephone conversation with Ms. Caroline Wei-Berk on March 1 , 2004 a 
provisional election was made with traverse to prosecute the invention of Group I, 
claims 1-18. Affirmation of this election must be made by applicant in replying to this 
Office action. Claims 19-21 were withdrawn from further consideration by the 
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examiner, 37 CFR 1.142(b), as being drawn to a non-elected invention, and the 
remaining claims were searched and examined only to the extent that they read on the 
elected invention. No claims can pass to issue until all non-elected subject matter has 
been deleted from the claims. 

4. Applicant is reminded that upon the cancellation of claims to a non-elected 
invention, the inventorship must be amended in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .48(b) if one 
or more of the currently named inventors is no longer an inventor of at least one claim 
remaining in the application. Any amendment of inventorship must be accompanied by 
a request under 37 CFR 1.48(b) and by the fee required under 37 CFR 1.1 7(i). 

Information Disclosure Statement 

5. The Office appears to have misplaced a number of the foreign references cited 
by applicant. If applicant wishes to have these references considered, replacement 
copies must be provided. The examiner apologizes for the inconvenience. 

Portions of the voluminous Information Disclosure Statement furnished by 
applicant are stricken through or so defaced as to be illegible. Pages which have been 
stricken through will not be printed, should a patent arise from this application. These 
have been Xed through and initialed by the examiner. The remaining pages are highly 
duplicative. References which are listed more than once have only been initialed once. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

8. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

9. Claims 1-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kasprzak, US 4,685,930. The reference discloses a method for cleaning textiles with 
cyclic siloxanes. Useful siloxanes are enumerated in the abstract. Compositions may be 
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applied by spraying, a non-immersive process, pouring, an immersive process, or via 
applicator (col. 3, lines 4+). The resulting soil/siloxane mixture can be removed by 
brushing or vacuuming, or by conventional home laundry operations. The latter is 
preferred when nonvolatile surfactants are used with the cyclic siloxanes (col. 5, lines 
17+). Conventional cleaning solvents, absorbents, antistatics and surfactants may be 
added (col. 3, lines 40+). Home laundry commonly employs the adjuvants recited by 
applicant. The reference does not disclose the recited method with sufficient specificity 
to constitute anticipation. However, it would have been obvious at the time the invention 
was made to clean fabric with an immersive or non-=immersive process using cyclic 
siloxanes followed by a cleaning process using water, because the reference teaches 
that conventional home laundering is a preferred method of removing residual siloxane 
and soil from a treated fabric. Claim 8 is broad enough to read on a sink or a basin, 
which are commonly used for fabric cleaning. Claim 10 reads on laundering in the 
presence of a laundry detergent comprising a lipophilic surfactant or solvent, both of 
which are customary in home laundering, followed by an aqueous rinse, also 
customary. 

10. Any prior art made of record and not relied upon is of interest and is considered 
pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to the examiner, Dr. John R. Hardee, whose telephone 
number is (571 ) 272-1318. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through 
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Friday from 8:00 until 4:30. In the event that the examiner is not available, his 
supervisor, Dr. Yogendra Gupta, may be reached at (571) 272-1316. 

The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




John R. Hardee 
Primary Examiner 
March 3, 2004 



